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ignored, or the public might perceive that they a e ignored. Putting its summary in writing should a so ensure that the panel states its findings clearly and make it more likely that the agency will interpre its comments correctly.
OTHER OBSERVATIONS
6. Preparation of fully documented written risk a sess-ments that explicitly define the judgments mad and attendant uncertainties clarifies the agency decision-making process and aids the review pr sess considerably,
When a fully documented written risk assessmer is not produced before an agency's decision to regulate r not to regulate, it is difficult to understand the pr cess by which an agency made its assessment. The Committ e believes that the creation of such a document enc urages public understanding of and respect for agency pr sedures and provides a basis for review by a scientific a visory panel. Furthermore, a detailed risk assessment d sument that clearly identifies the inference options chc en in the assessment and explains the rationale for tho e choices will help to maintain a sharper distincti n between science and policy in the assessment of r sk and will guard against the inappropriate intrusion of risk management cons ide rat ions *
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